


A STUDY OF REVOCATIONS

TO THE DEPARTI,IEIJT OF YOUTH SERVICES

March 16, l91B - March 15, 1919

..;"

Trud i e C. Trot-l i

Resea rch an d Eva I uat i on Un i t
S. C. Department of Youfh Servi ces
August, l919

v,::'



I NTRODUCT I ON

This study resulted from a request by the Agencyrs Director that the

Research and Evaluation Unit investigafe certain factors associafed with

revocations fo the Deoartment of Youth Services. Administrative concern

focused on the seemingly large proportion of revocations deriving from sfatus/

placement-type problems ra-fher than criminal violations and fheir effect

on the size of the institutional population. In order to examine these

issues a study proposal was developed which designated for analysis the

pertinent variables of reason for revocation, complete history of offenses/

violations resulting in commitment, and length of revocation stay. When

the proposal was approved in March, 1979, it was agreed that research would

commence immediately and that the first report would incorporafe revocations

which occurred during the one year period beginning in March 1978.

As research progressed it became apparent that status and placement

violations had indeed accounted for the majority of revocations wifhin

this time f rame. Furtherrnore, even after a policy change by Juvenile

Placement and Aftercare in JanuaFlr 1919, to the effect that placement

fai lure did not constitute adequate grounds for revocation, the Department

of Youth Servi ces conti nued to she I ter chi I dren wi fh p I acement prob I ems

only pending their final J P & A hearing and/or placement resolution.

In order to document with detai I recent instances of children being returned

to the Agency because of inadequate placement, a section presenting four

case studies was appended to the statistical analysis. A ful I discussion

of the methodology employed in the study fol lows.



METHODOLOGY

For purposes of this study, the termtrrevocationrtwas defined as any

readmission to a DYS residential school mandated bv J P & A because the

client in question had violated the terms of his conditional or temporary

conditional release. The study population consisted of 86 cl ients who acc-

ounted for 100 such revocations during the one year period beginning on

March 16,1918. lt proved necessary, for certain aspects of the analyzation,

to divide this population into subgroups of 53 inactive and 33 aclive clients,

and to omit the latter, whose most recent revocations remain incomplete,

from consideration of length of stay. Specific variables thus affected are

noted in the I ist below.

Sources of information on the study population included J P & Afs
trRevocation Receipt Formrrt used primari ly to determine the reason for revo-

cafion, Data Processing printouts, which al lowed verification of age, race,

sex and date of return, and client folders, which provided histories of DYS

contacts as wel I as conditional release agreemenfs and other types of documen-

tation. Specif ic variables extracted for analyzation were as fol lows:

1) county of origin (Family court/J P & A office handling case)

2) Age, race and sex distribution by type of conditional release

3) Array of conditional release violations

4) Campus assignment during npst recent revocation

5) Tracking of individual clients by offense history and length of stay

6) Average reovcation stay by race, sex and type of violation, inactive
cl ients only

1) Average total stay by number of commitments, inactive cl ients only

B) 0ffense hisfory patterns by number of commitments

9) Type of commitment offense/violation by commitment number

10) Time span between release and revocation by type of violation




























































